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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript "Optimizing the detective's burden: a data-driven approach to enhancing investigative Productivity”sufficient data has not been provided to do theworkload analysis of the detectives. . 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	No, the title is not suitable with respect to the study.Data has not been provided to work load analysis and to mesure how to enhance the investigative productvity.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	Abstract is informative, but could be more concise, reduce the numbers of  keywords, it could be 5-7 maximum
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	No clearity in overall paper

	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript is based on expolarory research ,  sufficient data has not been provided for analytical procedure
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References: Needs updating to include more recent studies from 2018-2022.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	The English quality of the article needs improvement  for scholarly communications
Suggestions:
1. Grammar and Syntax: Ensure correct use of grammar and syntax throughout the manuscript. For instance, sentences need to be corrected “ this essay cleared the path for a more effective and efficient investigation force by delving into the ongoing challenges encountered by detectives and examining the fascinating prospects to realize their full potential” should be revised for clarity and correctness.”This essay “ word is not suitable for the research work

	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	

· Problem statement is vegue, don’t use ‘Several studies actually dispute the claim that’. problem statement could be more clear, concise, and specific statement/to the points that describes the issue or problem that the research project addresses.
· Research Aim is not matching with overall research work.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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